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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/7/2007 has been entered. 

Election/Restrictions 

This application contains directed to the following patentably distinct species of 
the claimed invention: 
Species I: Fig. 3. 
Species II: Fig. 4. 
Species III: Fig. 5. 
Species IV: Fig. 6. 
Species V: Fig. 7. 
Species VI: Fig. 8. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is 
finally held to be allowable. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification 
of the species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims 
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readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is 
allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless 
accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include 
all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims are 
added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected 
species MPEP 809.02 (2). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are 
not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now 
of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that 
this is the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions 
unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) of the other invention. 

During a telephone conversation with Mr. Jerry Turner Sewell on 2/12/2008 a 
provisional election was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of Species I 
(Claims 1-3and 8). Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to 
this Office action. Claims 4-7 withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner as 
being drawn to a nonelected invention. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-3 and 8 are pending and have been examined. 

Claims 4-7 are drawn to nonelected species and have been withdrawn. 

Claims 9-17 have been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US Patent No. 6,015,139 to Weber. 
Claim.1: 

Weber disclose an anchor device 2 for capable of using in a shear wall that positioned 
on a structural support, the compression post comprising: a plate 10 having a first 
surface mountable to bottom surface of an end post of a shear wall, the first surface of 
the plate having dimensions selected to conform to the bottom surface of the end post, 
the plate having a second surface, generally parallel to the first surface; and an 
extended portion 12 positioned generally perpendicular to the second surface of the 
plate 10, the extended portion having at least one dimension selected to fit through a 
hole in a mudsill of the shear wall, the extended portion having an exposed end 
displaced from the second surface of the plate by a length selected to conform to a 
thickness of the mudsill such that when the compression post is mounted to the end 
post of the shear wall and the shear wall is mounted on a structural support, the 
exposed end of the extended portion rests on the structural support and forces applied 
to the compression post by the end post are communicated via the plate and the 
extended portion to the structural support (see Figs. 1-3). 
Claim 2: 
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Wherein the extended portion is secured to the plate. 
Claim 8: 

Wherein the extended portion is cylindrical and the at least one dimension is an outside 
diameter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,015,139 to Weber. 

Weber discloses the basic structures as stated but does not expressly disclose wherein 
the extended portion is secured to the plate by at least one weld. However, this feature 
would have been a matter of obvious design choice to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to secure the plate and the extension portion together 
by weld. Furthermore, applicant has not disclosed the criticality of this feature. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Chi Q. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6847. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30 am-4:00 pm. 

If attempt to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached at (571) 272-6777. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pairdirect.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197. 

/C. Q. N./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3635 

/Jeanette E Chapman/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3633 



